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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is in response to the communication received on 18 May 2006. 

2. Claims 1-48 are presented for examination. 

3. The co-pending applications are 10/091,203 and 10/090,893. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 , 3, 16 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Specification 

5. The textual portion of the specification is replete with grammatical and idiomatic 
errors too numerous to mention specifically. The specification should be revised 
carefully. 

6. The applicant should use this period for response to thoroughly and very closely 
proof read and review the whole of the application for correct correlation between 
reference numerals in the textual portion of the Specification and Drawings along with 
any minor spelling errors, general typographical errors, accuracy, assurance of proper 
use for Trademarks ™, and other legal symbols ®, where required, and clarity of 
meaning in the Specification, Drawings, and specifically the claims (i.e., provide proper 
antecedent basis for "the" and "said" within each claim). Minor typographical errors 
could render a Patent unenforceable and so the applicant is strongly encouraged to aid 
in this endeavor. 
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Drawings 

7. The drawings are objected to because in the drawings 7, 8, there is Conveter 
114 instead of Converter 1 14. Corrected drawing sheets iri compliance with 37 CFR 
1 .1 21 (d) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the 
application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures 
appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being 
amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as 
"amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be 
removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, the remaining figures must 
be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief description of the several 
views of the drawings for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary 
to show the renumbering of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after 
the filing date of an application must be labeled in the top margin as either 
"Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are 
not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of any required 
corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held 
in abeyance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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9. Claims 1-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Mansour et al. 
2002/0111995 A1 in view of Dutta et al. US patent # 6,615,212 B1. 

10. As to claim 1 , Mansour discloses a system comprising: 

a server configured to store documents in one or more server format(s) each supported 
by one or more application(s) of the server, wherein the documents are available to one 
or more device(s) via a network (Internet)', 
a small device (PDA device) configured to couple to the server; 

However, Mansour does not explicitly disclose plugging a converter module into 
a framework configured to accept one module. 

In the same field of endeavor, Dutta discloses the transcoding proxy server 
including a transcoding framework having transform plugin (Fig. 6) or transcoder plugin 
(Fig. 7). 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the networking 
art at the time the invention was made to have incorporated Dutta's teachings of the 
transcoding framework configured to accept a transform plugin or transcoder plugin 
(Dutta, Figures 5, 6) with the teachings of Mansour, for the purpose of making the 
display of the application data much more appropriate for the client device (Mansour, 
paragraph [0022] or minimizing transmission times (Dutta, col. 2, lines 26-36). 

Mansour-Dutta discloses the converter module (Dutta, the transcoder plugin) is 
configured to generate a document in a small device format (Dutta, client formats or 
PDF or HTML documents) from one of the documents in one of the one server format(s) 
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(Dutta, postscript documents) (Dutta, Figs. 5-8, col. 2, lines 38-58; col. 7, line 13 -col. 
9, line 26); and 

Mansour-Dutta discloses providing the document in the small device format to 
the small device (Dutta, Figs. 5-8, col. 2, lines 38-58; col. 7, line 13 - col. 9, line 26). 

11. As to claim 2, Mansour-Dutta discloses, wherein the server formats include office 
document formats (Mansour, server versions [01 18]; Dutta, postscript documents). 

12. As to claim 3, Mansour-Dutta discloses, wherein, to generate a document in one 
of the one or more small device formats, the converter module is further configured to 
exclude one or more format features of the document in the server format from the 
document in the small device format (Mansour, the ill server are configured to process 
and manipulate to perform different Ul form for the client device, [0217]; suitable 
configured, [0053]-[0218]; Dutta, Figs. 5-8, col. 2, lines 38-58; col. 7, line 13 - col. 9, line 
26). 

13. As to claim 4, Mansour-Dutta discloses, wherein the converter module is further 
is configured to receive a modified version of the document in the small device format 
from the small device (Mansour, modified version, server versions [0118]); and 

generate a modified version of the document in the server format from the 
modified version of the document in the small device format (Mansour, [0067]-[0135], 
[0153]-[0167], [0185]-[0218]; Dutta, Figs. 5-8, col. 2, lines 38-58; col. 7, line 13 -col. 9, 
line 26). 

14. As to claim 5, Mansour-Dutta discloses, wherein, to generate a modified version 
of the document in the server format from the modified version of the document in the 
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small device format, the converter module is further configured to restore one or more 
format features of the document in the server format excluded from the document in the 
small device format (Mansour, [0067]-[0135], [0153]-[0167], [0185]-[0218]; Dutta, Figs. 
5-8, col. 2, lines 38-58; col. 7, line 13 - col. 9, line 26). 

1 5. As to claim 6, Mansour-Dutta discloses, wherein the server is further configured 
to plug a merger module into the framework (Mansour, [0067]-[0135], [0153]-[0167], 
[0185]-[0218]); and wherein the merger module is configured to merge the modified 
version of the document in the server format with the document in the server format to 
generate a synchronized version of the document in the server format (Mansour, [0067]- 
[0135], [0153]-[0167], [0185]-[0218]). 

1 6. As to claim 7, Mansour-Dutta discloses, wherein the server is further configured 
to plug a differencing module into the framework, and wherein the differencing module 
is configured to: determine differences between the modified version of the document in 
the server format and the document in the server format (Mansour, [0067]-[01 35], 
[0153]-[0167], [0185]-[0218]); and 

provide the determined differences to the merger module, wherein each determined 
difference indicates changed content of the modified version of the document in the 
server format (Mansour, [0067]-[01 35], [0153]-[0167], [0185]-[0218]). 

1 7. As to claim 8, Mansour-Dutta discloses, wherein, for each of the determined 
differences, the merger module is further configured to merge corresponding changed 
content of the modified version of the document in the server format with the document 
in the server format (Mansour, [0067]-[01 35], [0153]-[0167], [0185]-[0218]). 



Application/Control Number: 10/091 ,204 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2142 

18. As to claim 9, Mansour-Dutta discloses, wherein the server is further configured 
to: receive a modified version of the document in the small device format from the small 
device (Mansour, [0067]-[0135], [0153]-[0167], [01 85]-[021 8]); 

plug a merger module into the framework (Mansour, merge email, [0067]-[01 35], [0153]- 
[0167], [0185]-[0218]); 

plug a differencing module into the framework (Mansour, [0067]-[01 35], [0153]-[0167], 
[0185]-[0218]); 

generate a version of the document in an interim format from the document in the server 
format (Mansour, server versions, [0067]-[0135], [0153]-[0167], [0185]-[0218]); 
wherein the converter module is further configured to generate a modified version of the 
document in the interim format from the modified version of the document in the small 
device format (Mansour, updated version, [0067]-[0135], [0153]-[0167], [0185]-[0218]); 

wherein the differencing module is configured to determine differences between 
the modified version of the document in the interim format and the version of the 
document in the interim format, wherein each determined difference indicates changed 
content of the modified version of the document in the interim format (Mansour, 
difference form, [0067]-[0135], [0153]-[0167], [01 85]-[021 8])\ 

wherein, for each of the determined differences, the merger module is further 
configured to merge corresponding changed content of the modified version of the 
document in the interim format with the version of the document in the interim format to 
generate a synchronized version of the document in the interim format (Mansour, 
converted and emerged, [0067]-[0135], [0153]-[0167], [0185]-[0218]). 
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19. As to claim 10, Mansour-Dutta discloses, wherein the server is further configured 
to generate a synchronized version of the document in the server format from the 
synchronized version of the document in the interim format (Mansour, updated version, 
[0067]-[0135], [0153]-[0167], [0185]-[0218]). 

20. As to claim 1 1 , Mansour-Dutta discloses, wherein the server is further configured 
to: unplug the converter module from the framework; plug a different converter module 
into the framework (Mansour, updated version, [0067]-[0135], [0153]-[0167], [0185]- 
[0218]). 

21 . As to claim 12, Mansour-Dutta discloses, wherein the different converter module 
is configured to: generate documents in a different one of the one or more small device 
formats from documents in a different one of the one or more server formats; and 
generate modified versions of documents in the different server format from modified 
versions of documents in the different small device format (Mansour, converted, [0067]- 
[0135], [0153]-[0167], [0185]-[0218]). 

22. As to claim 13, Mansour-Dutta discloses, wherein the server is further configured 
to plug a merger module into the framework, wherein the merger module is configured 
to merge modified versions of documents in the server format with corresponding 
original versions of the documents in the server format to generate synchronized 
versions of the documents in the server format (Mansour, merged, [0067]-[0135], 
[0153]-[0167], [0185]-[0218]). 

23. As to claim 14, Mansour-Dutta discloses, wherein the server is further configured 
to plug a differencing module into the framework, wherein the differencing module is 



Application/Control Number: 10/091 ,204 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2142 

configured to determine differences between modified versions of documents in the 
server format and corresponding original versions of the documents in the server format 
(Mansour, updated version, [0067]-[0135], [0153]-[0167], [0185]-[0218]). 

24. As to claim 15, Mansour-Dutta discloses, wherein the server comprises a 
converter factory configured to generate the converter module, the merger module and 
the differencing module for plugging into the framework (Mansour, converted, merged, 
updated version, [0067]-[0135], [0153]-[0167], [0185]-[0218]). 

25. Claim 16 is corresponding apparatus claim of claim 1 ; therefore, it is rejected 
under the same rationale as in claim 1. 

26. Claims 1 7-24 are similar limitations of claims 3-10; therefore, they are rejected 
under the same rationale as in claims 3-10. 

27. Claim 25 is similar limitations of claims 11,12; therefore, it is rejected under the 
same rationale as in claims 11,12. 

28. Claims 26-28 are similar limitations of claims 1 3-1 5; therefore, they are rejected 
under the same rationale as in claims 13-15. 

29. Claim 29 is corresponding method claim of claims 1 , 3; therefore, it is rejected 
under the same rationale as in claims 1, 3. 

30. Claim 30 is similar limitations of claims 4, 5; therefore, it is rejected under the 
same rationale as in claims 4, 5. 

31 . Claims 31 -32 are similar limitations of claims 6-7; therefore, they are rejected 
under the same rationale as in claims 6-7. 
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32. Claims 33-34 are similar limitations of claims 9-1 0; therefore, they are rejected 
under the same rationale as in claims 9-10. 

33. Claim 35 is similar limitations of claims 9, 7; therefore, it is rejected under the 
same rationale as in claims 9, 7. 

34. Claim 36 is similar limitation of claim 10; therefore, it is rejected under the same 
rationale as in claim 10. 

35. Claims 37-38 are similar limitations of claims 1 2-1 3; therefore, they are rejected 
under the same rationale as in claims 12-13. 

36. Claim 39 is similar limitations of claims 11,12; therefore, it is rejected under the 
same rationale as in claims 11,12. 

37. Claim 40 is similar limitations of claim 9; therefore, it is rejected under the same 
rationale as in claim 9. 

38. Claim 41 is similar limitations of claim 13; therefore, it is rejected under the same 
rationale as in claim 13. 

39. Claim 42 is corresponding article of manufacture claim of claims 1 , 3; therefore, it 
is rejected under the same rationale as in claims 1, 3. 

40. Claim 43 is similar limitations of claims 4, 5; therefore, it is rejected under the 
same rationale as in claims 4, 5. 

41 . Claim 44 is similar limitations of claim 7; therefore, it is rejected under the same 
rationale as in claim 7. 

42. Claim 45 is similar limitations of claims 9, 10; therefore, it is rejected under the 
same rationale as in claim 9, 10. 
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43. Claim 46 is similar limitations of claims 12, 1 1 ; therefore, it is rejected under the 
same rationale as in claims 10, 1 1 . 

44. Claims 47, 48 are similar limitations of claims 12,13; therefore, they are rejected 
under the same rationale as in claims 12, 13. 

45. Further references of interest are cited on Form PTO-892, which is an 
attachment to this action. 

Conclusion 

46. Applicant's submission of an information disclosure statement under 37 CFR 

1 .97(c) with the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(p) on 23 January 2006 prompted the new 
ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS 
MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 609.04(b). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hai V. Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3901. The examiner can normally be reached on 6:00-3:30 Mon-Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Caldwell can be reached on 571-272-3868. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Hai V. Nguyen 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2142 





